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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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Claim 9 recites the limitation "each said body support" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7 and 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ammoscato et al. 

Ammoscato et al discloses a device comprising: a frame adapted to rest on a floor (said 
floor not necessarily being horizontal), a body support platform (24) first and second dumbbell 
assemblies, said dumbbells having handles and weight, a base (38, 42), said base being pivotally 
connected to the frame about a handle (32), as claimed, in claims 1 and 1 1. 

In regard to claims 2, 7 and 12 note that base elements 38, 42 are pivotally connected at 
element 30 to alter elevation of the base member (38). 

In regard to claim 4 note that base 38 is positioned below element (24), 

In regard to claim 5 and 9, note that (30, 38) pivots about a common horizontal axis (32). 

In regard to claim 6, 14 and 1 5 note that base members (42, 38) are outwardly pivotal 
about vertical axis, as shown in fig. 5. 

In regard to claim 10, as best understood each base is capable of occupying a similar 
orientation/common orientation. 
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In regard to claim 13, the angle of the floor has not been designated or determined. 
In regard to claim 16, two different orientations is so broad so as to read on any 
orientation. 

In regard to claim 17, note the adjustable feature shown in fig. 5. 
In regard to claim 18, note element (20). 

In regard to claim 19, note platform 24 which is capable of extending parallel to a 
desired, not necessarily horizontal surface. 
In regard to claim 20, note fig. 2. 

Claims 3 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ammoscato et al in view of Stevens. 

The examiner notes that it would have been obvious to manufacture the seat member, 
sections both elements 20 and 24 of Ammoscato et al to be angle adjustable in view of the angle 
adjustable sections of Stevens. Angularly tilting the seat section of Ammoscato et al modified 
would thereby meet the claim limitations of a second body supporting platform arranged to 
extend perpendicular to a first body supporting platform. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jerome Donnelly at 
telephone number (571) 272-4975. 



Jerome Donnelly 




